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A model for the generation of noise by
bubbles formed in breaking waves

R.M. Heitmeyer and R.D. Hollett

Executive Summery: The characteristics of the ambient noise field in
the ssa are important to the performance prediction, detection capabilities
and optimum use of sonar systems. Wghe aim of ambient
noise studies at- SAGEANTEEN"s to improve knowledge and prediction of
the ambieat noise fleld in areas of importance. These studies involve the
development and validation of models for the genetation and distribution of
the noise.

This report presents a model for the generstion of high-frequency, wind-
‘related noise. The model is based on the assumption that the noise is
generated by air bubbles entrained in whitecaps (breaking waves). The
chazacteristics of the noise predicted by the model compare favourably with
published observations, regarding directionality, level and spectral form.

The development of the model involves a statistical approach in terms of
the indivicual bubbles rather than a continuum approach in terms of an
air/water mixture.

This work concludes the theoretical modelling of high-frequency, wind-
related noba,mw The results contribute to progress in
identifying the sources of wind-reisted noise in the sea. A iater report wiil
present tke results of experimental observations of the noise from whitecaps

at sea.
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A model for the generation of noise by
bubbles formed in breaking waves

R.M. Heitmeyer and R.D. Hollett

Abstract: A general model is presented that describes the high-frequency
noise cross-spectrum generated by the vibrations of bubbles formed in break-
ing waves. The bubble vibrations are described s linear with the excitation
occurring at the moment the bubble is formed. Two simplified models are
obtained from the general model under idealized propagation assumptions.
The simplified models can be viewed as extensions of the Kuperman and
Ingenito and the Cron and Sherman models in that the sou:zce mechanism is
included. To obtain specific results we postulate that the bubble vibrations
are excited either by a rapid pressure change at formation or by an initial
rate of change of the bubble volume. The noise intensity spectra for these
two excitation mechanisms are evaluated over the frequency range 0.66-10
kHsz using one of the simplified models with the parameters estimated for a
particular wind speed. Although different, both spectra have levels compa-
rable to the Wens spectrum for the same wind speed.

Keywords: breaking waves o bubble vibrations o wind-related noise




SACLANTCEN SR-145

Contents

1. Introduction . . . . .. ... ... . L 1
2. The general model . . . . ... ... ... . ..... .. ..... 2
3. The simplifiedmodels . . . . . . ... ... ... ... ... ... 8
4. The excitation postulates . . . . . . ... ... .......... 13
5. Parameter estimation and model results . . . . . . ... ... .. 14
6. Summary and conclusion . . .. .. ... L. L., 20
References . . . .. ... . . . ... .. ... 21

Appendix A - The breaking-wave and the bubble occurrences . . 23

Appendix B - Derivation of the noise cross-spectrum . . . . . . . . 26
Appendix C - Derivation of the breaking-wave cross-spectrum . . 30
Appendix D - The high-frequency approximation. . . . ... ... 34

Appendix E - The model equations for the examples of Sect. 5 . . 38

.. vi_

D e el




SACLANTCEN SR-145

1. Introduction

In his classical paper, Wenz [1] speculated that two likely sources of high-frequency,
wind-related noise are spray and bubbles. Spray is generated by the action of the
wind on the crests of waves and by wave breaking. Bubbles are generated in large
numbers by the entrainment of air in breaking waves. Air entrainment following
the impact of spray also generates bubbles. A number of authors have developed
models for the high-frequency noise generated by spray impact or bubble vibra-
tions. The spray impact model of Wilson [2] is an empirical model based on Franz's
measurements [3] of the sound generated by the impact of sprays in a water tank.
To rigorously quantify the relative contribution of spray impact noise, further work
must be done on the amount of spray generated and the characteristics of that spray
(droplet size, impact speed and angle). Kerman (4] has developed a model for the
noise generated by non-linear vibrations of the bubbles in breaking waves. The as-
sumption is made that the turbulence in breaking waves is sufficiently strong to force
non-linear vibrations of the entrained bubbles. Other models that are also based on
non-linear motion of the bubble wall are those of Furduev [5] and Shang and Ander-
son [6). Whether or not non-linear motion of the bubble wall really occurs remains
to be determined. Crowther [7] has developed a semi-empirical model in which the
noise is generated by linear vibrations of the bubbles excited at formation. In his
model the source level is determined empirically from the noise spectra of bubbles
formed followiryg spray impact in a tank.

In this report we present a model for the noise generated by the linear vibrations of
the bubbles formed in breaking waves where the vibrations are assumed to be excited
at the moment the bubble is formed. General expressions are presented for the cross-
spectra of the noise produced by an individual breaking wave and the noise produced
by the aggregate of the breaking waves. The spectra for a single hydrophone are
obtained as special cases of the cross-spectra. We then present two simplified models
for the cross-spectra obtained under idealized propagation assumptions. Both the
general and the simplified models are applicable to an arbitrary bubble excitation
mechanism. To obtain specific results we postulate that the bubble vibrations are
excited either by a rapid change in the pressure on the bubble wall at the moment of
formation or by an initial rate of change of the bubble volume. The noise intensity
spectra for these two excitation mechanisms are evaluated over the frequency range
0.66-10 kHz using one of the simplified models and ihe results are compared to a
Wenz spectrum.

2 s sfinidiuguedin
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2. The general inodel

The sound produced by the linear vibrations of a bubble is well understood. The
pressure waveform is determined from the second time derivative of the volume
vibrations which in turn are determined as the solution of a second-order linear
differential equation with constant coefficients [8,9]. Accordingly, the spectrum of
the pressure observed at some reference distance 2o can be written as the product

Py(w) = H(w)F(w), (1)

where H(w) is the pressure transfer spectrum and F(w) is the pressure excitation
spectrum. The pressure transfer spectrum is equal to the bubble pressure spectrumn
when the bubble is excited by an impulse excitation of unit strength. This spectrum
is given by
—(R/xg)w?
H(w) = (R/zo)

T (w? ~ W)+ ibwpw’

{2)
where R is the equilibrium radius of the bubble, wy = 27 f, is the natural angular
frequency of the monopole bubble vibrations, and 8 is the damping constant. For
bubble radii of interest here, wo and § are well approximated [9,10] by

wo = 2r(3.3ms ')/R, (3a)
§=0.014+ 1.8 x 10 *wy/?. (3b)

The pressure transfer spectruin for the radii of intercst is dominated by a large peak
that occurs for w =~ wy, with a value approximately given by R/§zy. The pressure
excitation spectrum describes both the applied pressure on the bubble wall and the
departure from the equilibrium state at the time at which the bubble is caused to
vibrate. This spectrum is given by

F(@) = (p/47R) (iwAV(0) + V(0)) - AP(w), (4)

where AV(0) = V(0) — Vg, is the initial volume displacement, Vo = §7R3, is the
equilibrium volume of the bubble, V(0) is the initial volume rate, and AP(w) is
the spectrum of the pressure excess acting on the bubble wall. The initial volume
displacement is equivalent to an excitation by a doublet (the time derivative of an
impulse), and the initial volume rate is equivalent to an impulse excitation. Thus, the
first term has a significant spectral component at the natural bubble frequency and
hence gives rise to high-frequency sound. This term is non-zero whenever a bubble is
formed in a non-equilibrium state. The pressure-excess term has significant energy
at the natral bubble frequency if, at the moment of forination, the excess pressure
waveform changes significantly over a time period of the order of 2x/wg. Whether
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the bubble is excited by formation in a non-equilibrium state or by a rapid change
in excess pressure at formation, the resulting excess energy is, in part, emitted in
the form of a damped pressure wave. The spectrum of the pressure wave observed
at any point is determined as the product of the spectrum 4wzqP,(w) and the
appropriate Green function. In what follows we omit the reference distance zo with
the understanding that unit distance is implied.

A physical picture for the formation of the bubbles that produce the sound is pro-
vided by the description of a spilling breaker by Longuet-Higgins and Turner [11].
According to these authors, the whitecap forimed on a spilling breaker can be re-
garded as a turbulent air/water mixture that is both accelerated down the forward
slope of the wave by gravity and retarded by the entrainment of upslope momentum
from the flow in the wave below. This air/water mixture is lighter than the water in
the wave below owing to the entrainment of air bubbles and remains distinct from
the rest of the wave. Bubbles are generated at the front of the whitecap by the
over-running of a layer of air as the front advances and they are generated along
the surface of the whitecap by the trapping of air under the turbulent eddies which
break out of the surface of the whitecap. We consider only those bubbles that are
generated at the whitecap front - not those that are generated along the surface of
the whitecap itself.

The model for the cross spectrum of the noise generated by a breaking wave is
based on two fundamental assumptions. Firstly, neither the sound produced by an
individual bubble nor the propagation of that sound to the hydrophones is influenced
by the presence of the other bubbles in the breaking wave. Stated in other terms,
the bubbles in the breaking wave do not vibrate collectively to produce the sound
and the propagation of the sound from an individual bubble is not absorbed or
scattered by the other bubbles in the breaking wave. Secondly, the number of bubbles
generated in the breaking wave and the positions and times at which those bubbles
are generated are described by a Poisson process. Furthermore the equilibrium
radii of those bubbles are statistically independent with a probability density that
depends only on the bubble occurrence position.

The setting for the model is illustrated in Fig. 1. The breaking wave occurs at posi-
vion r and time 7 and the sound produced by that wave is observed on hydrophones
located at positions z; and z;. The bubbles are generated in a region located at
the front of the whitecap that advances with the whitecap front down the leading
face of the breaking wave. Tlie total volume swept out by the bubble generation
region during the lifetime of the breaking wave is the source region V. The total
number of bubbles generated in the source region is N}, and the positions and times
at which those bubbles are generated are {(y«,v:),k = 1,..., Ny}, where v, is mea-
sured relative to the breaking-wave occurrence time r. The damped pressure wave
emitted by each bubble is of sufficiently short duration that the effect of buoyancy
and transport of the bubble in the turbulence is neglected. By the first assumption
the spectrum of the pressure observed on each hydrophone from all of the bubbles
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BUBBLE GENERATION
REGION

Fig. 1. The physical setting for the general model.

generated in the breaking wave is the superposition of the received pressure spectra
from each of the bubbles. Thus using the linear theory to describe the received
pressure spectrum from each bubble, the spectrum of the total pressure observed on
each hydrophone can be written in the form

My
Po(wir,2;) = Y Po(w; ¥io Ri)G(w,r + yi, ;)" (5)
k=1

where Pp(w;y, R) is the pressure spectrum: for a bubble generated at position y
with equilibrium radius R and G(w,r + y,%;)/4x is the Green function describing
the propagation from the bubble position r + y to the hydrophone positions , and
2. For fixed values of y, v and R, the Green function and the pressure transfer spec-
trum H(w;y, R) are assumed to be deterministic; the pressure excitation spectrum
F(w;y, R) is, in general, stochastic' with cross-spectrum

Cr(w;y,y',R,R') = By[F"(w;y, R)F(w;y', R')) (6a)

and energy spectrum
Sr(w;y, R) = Ey[|F(w;y, R)), (6b)

where Ey[:] is the expected value operator for fixed values of the bubble occurrences
and the Lubble radii.

The Poisson process describes the generation of bubbles by the ensemble of breaking
waves that occur at the position r. This process is specified by a bubble generation
rate u(y,v) that represents the mean number of bubbles that are generated per
unit volume per unit time in the bubble generation region during the breaking-wave
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lifetime. The mean number generated per unit volume at the point y in the source
region V is given by the bubble generation rate

wy) = / w(y,v)dv, (7a)
0
and the mean number of bubbles is
Mo = [ y)ey, (1b)
\ 4

where d3y is the volume element. Finally the equilibrium radii of the bubbles
generated at the position y are described by the bubble-radius probability density
p(R | y). For referrnce purposes, the properties of Poisson processes relevant to this
report are summarized in Appendix A.

The breaking-wave cross-spectrum is the mean czoss-spectrum of the pressure ob-
served at 2z, and z, for all breaking waves that occur at the position r. In Appendix C
it is shown that this cross-spectrum can be written as the sum of two cross-spectra.
The first is the cross-spectrum that results if the received pressure contributions
from the individual bubbles were statistically uncorrelated with zero mean. The
second cross-spectrum includes the effects of both the non-zero mean and the cor-
relation in the received pressure contributions that results from the correlation in
the bubble excitation spectra (see (6a)). In Appendix I} we derive an upper bound
on the energy contribution of the second spectrum relative to that of the first, By
evaluating this upper bound we show that the first spectrum makes the dominant
contribution at the high frequencies of interest in this report. On the basis of this
result we henceforth neglect the contribution of the second cross-spectrum. With
this approximation, the breaking-wave cross-spectrum car be written in the form

Cw(w; r,z, zZ) = MbSm.b.(w)Cp(w; r,z, zZ)w (8&)

where Sp b.(w) is the mean bubble spectrum and {(w;r,2,,2;) is the propagation
cross-spectrum. The mean bubble spectrum is given by

S (w) = My /V w(¥)Sen (3 y) dy, (8b)

where

Seo(wiy) = /Om Su(w;y, R)p(R| ¥) dE (8¢)

is the radius-averaged bubble spectrum and
So(wiy, R) = |H(wiy, R)}Sr(wiy, R) (8d)

is the single-bubble spectrum. The propagation cross-spectrum is given by

(’p(w;r,zm:)=/ Seb(wiy)G (W, T+ y,2)G(w,x + ¥,2,) d%y,  (8e)
12
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where

Sen.(w;y) = y)Sen (w:y) (8f)

p(¥)Sen.iw;y) Py
Vv

is the normalized radius-averaged spectrum. The complete equation for the breaking-
wave cross-spectrum cap be found in Appendix C.

The cross-spectrum of (8a) can be interpreted as follows. The propagation cross-
spectrum Cp(w;r,21,%;) is the cross-spectrum of the pressure from a volume dis-
tribution of uncorrelated, zero-mean monopole sources where the energy emitted
by each source is described by the normalized radius-averaged spectrum S,y (w; y).
By virtue of (8f) the energy spectrum level for the volume distribution is normal-
ized to unity. The single-bubble spectrum Sy (w;y, R) describes the energy emitted
by a bubble that is generated at position y with an equilibrium radius R. The
radius-averaged spectrum S, (w;y) is the average of the single-bubble spectrum
with respect to the radius probability density p(R | y); i.e. it describes the average
energy emitted by a single bubble located at the position y as the radius of that
bubble ranges through all possible values. The quantity M. 'u(y) is the probability
density on the bubble occurrence positions (see Appendix A). The mean bubble
spectrum Sy, ,, (w) is the average of S, (w;y) with respect to this probability den-
sity. Thus the mean bubble spectrum describes the average energy emitted by a
single bubble located anywhere in the source region V as both the radius and the
position of that bubble range through all possible values. Finally since M, is the
mean number of bubbles generated in the source region, the spectrum MySm b (w)
describes the average energy emitted by all of the bubbles in a breaking wave. With
these interpretations (8a) indicates that the breaking-wave cross-spectrum is deter-
mined as the product of a spectrum that describes the average energy of the sound
emitted by a breaking wave and a cross-spectrum that describes the propagation of
that sound from the position of the breaking wave to the hydrophone positions.

The noise cross-spectrum is defined as the fourier transform of the cross-correlation
function of the pressure due to the aggregate of the breaking waves on the ocean
surface. The expression for the noise cross-spectrum is obtained under two assump-
tions: firstly, that the pressure waveforms received at the hydrophones from dif-
ferent breaking waves are statistically independent and identically distributed; and
secondly, that the occurrence positions and occurrence times of the breaking waves
{(rx, 7)} are described by a second Poisson process that is independent of the bub-
ble generation process. This process is determined by a breaking-wave occurrence
rate A(r) that represents the mean number of breaking-wave occurrences per unit
area of the ocean surface per unit time at the position r. From these assumptions
it is shown in Appendix B that the noise cross-spectrum is given by

Cloim,m) = [ AeICuwir,zm) &, (9)
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where d’r is the surface arca element and A, is the total area of the ocean sur-
face over which the breaking waves occur. This equation indicates that the noise
crogs-specirum is obtained as the integral over the ocean surface of the mean cross-
spectrum of the pressure from a single breaking wave weighted by the breaking-wave
occurrence rate. Note that this result is the same as would be obtained if the field
of individual breaking waves were viewed as a continuuin: on the ocean surface. It is
emphasized, however, that (9) is a consequence of the Poisson assumption and does
not result from a continuwm approximation. Such ar approximation would not be
plausible in the light of the sparsity with which breaking waves occur on the ocean
surface.

For the high frequencies of interest in this report the noise cross-spectrum is well
approximated by using (8) to substitute for the breaking-wave cross-spectrum in
(9). The resulting noise cross-spectrum can be written in the form

C(w;z1,22) = My Smb.(wW)Cip.(w; 21, 22), (10a)

where

Ciplwiznz) = | Mr)Cplw; r,zy,2) d’r (10b)
9

is refecred to here as the integrated propagation cross-spectrum. To interpret these
equations we note that the noise cross-spectruin can be expressed as the integral over
the surface region of the product of the spectrum A{r)M,,S,, p.(w) and the propaga-
tion cross-spectrum (' {w';r,%;,22). As noted previously the spectrim M}, Sy, p.(w)
is the mean energy spectrun for the breaking waves that oceur at the position r,
and AMr) is the rate per unit surface area per unit time at which these breaking
waves occur. Jt follows that the product A(r)MS,, b (w) is the mean intensity
source spectrum per unit area for the succession of breaking waves that occur at r.
Consequently, the product of this source spectrum with the propagation spectrum
Cp(w;r,2y,2,) is the noise cross-spectrum per unit area for the breaking waves that
occur at r. Thus (10a) and (10b) state that the noise cross-spectrum for all breaking
waves is obtained as the integral of the noise cross-spectrum for the breaking waves
that occur at each point on the surface region.
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3. The simplified models

In the noise model the propagation of the sound to the hydrophone positions is
described by the two cross-spectra Cp(w;r,2;1,22) and C; ; (w; z;,22). The propaga-
tion cross-spectrum Cy(w; r, Z1, Z2) describes the sound propagation from all points
in the source region of a breaking wave located at the position r; the integrated
cross-spectrum C; p (w; %1, 2z2) describes the sound propagation from all breaking-
wave positions. A considerable simplification in the noise model results if the acous-
tic propagation is appoximated as that deterrined for a source region lying below a
flat, pressure-release surface. With this approximation the integrated cross-spectrum
can be obtained fro:xm an extension of the noise-propagation model of Kuperman and
Ingenito [12], provided that the source region has a horizontal cross-section that is
independent of the vertical coordinate, and that the medium is horizontally stratified
(i.e. the sound speed and bottom characteristics are independent of the horizontal
coordinates). If, in addition, the medium can be viewed as homogeneous and semi-
infinite (constant sound speed and no bottom} the integrated cruss-spectrum can be
obtained from an extension of the Cron and Sherman model [13]. In this section we
describe the simplified ;models that result from these approximations.

The setting for the simplified models is illustrated in Fig. 2. We take the surface
region A, to be of infinite extent and assume that the breaking-wave occurrence
rate A(r) is independent of r. The source region extends down from the surface to a
depth D with a horizonial cross-section 4 that is indepeudent of depth. Wiihin the
source region, the bubble position vector ¥ is represented as the sum of 3 horizontal
vector y' and a vertical vector y” with magnitude y" ¢ [0, D). The two hydrophones
are located at positions z, and 7;. In the ideal medium case (homogeneous, semi-
infinite) the hydrophones are assumed to be located far enough below the ocean
surface that the incident acoustic field can be viewed as planewave. For this case,
the vertical vector z, of magnitude z, points to the midpoint of the line connecting
the hydrophones. The positions of the hydrophones relative to the midpoint are
determined by the hydrophone difference vector z' = z; - z;, that has magnitude
z' and lies a* an angle v relative to the horizontal plane. The planewave field is
described by the wavenumber vector k that has magnitude ¥ = w/c, and points in
the direction of z — r at an angle # relative to the vertical.

In the stratified medium case, the noise cross-spectrum is vhtained from the gen-
eral mo:lel using the iniegrated cross-spectriun that resulis from the sireplifying
assumptions. To obtain the integrated cross-spectrum, we use the propagation
cross-spectrum of (8e) in (10b), interchange the order of the suiface and the vol-
ume integraticns, and express the volume integral a3 an integral over the horizontal
cross-sectional arca followed by an integral over the depth interval. (This last step

smaligeiy-
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&

Fig. 2. Setting for the simplified modeis.

Zy

is permitted by the assumption on the form of the source region.) The result is

D
Cip(w;2y,23) =«\/ / Sep (o y +35")
o Jar

X G'(w,r+ Y +y",2)G(w, v +y +y" 2z2)d*r d®y. (11)

A,

The final expression for the integrated cross-spectrum is obtained by making the
change of variable r' = r+y' in the surfa:e integral of {11) and using the assumption
that A, bas iufinite extent to eliminate the dependence on the hovizontal vector y'.
The noise cross-spectruni is then obtained by substituting in (10a). The result can

be written in the form
C(w; z, Zz) = ’\Mbsm.b.(w)cl'(w; n, z!)7

where

D
C;'(w;zx,zz)=/ Sep.(wiy")C (Wi v 21,22) dy"
0

and

Sr.b.(w;y”)=/ Sev{wyy' +y")d%y',
A'

C‘(w; y“a 21,8:) = j G‘(wv r+ ynnzl )G(“)l r+ y"’EZ) d:
A,

r.

(12a)

(12b)

(12¢)

(12d)
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Note that C{(w;21,%;) is the integrated cross-spectrum that results for a breaking-
wave occurrence rate of unity.

The simplified model of Eqs. (12) determines the noise cross-spectrum as the product
of the source spectruin AMy, Sm p.(w) and the integrated cross-spectrum C!(w; 2y, z2).
According to (12b), the integrated cross-spectrum is obtained as a depth average
of the cross-spectrum C'(w;y", 21,22) weighted by the depth-dependent spectrum
S:b.(w;y"). The cross-spectrum C'(w;y", z1,2%2) is equivalent to that obtained in
the Kuperman and Ingenito model for a sheet of spatially-uncorrelated monopole
sources located at a depth y" below the surface. (To see this, make the change of
variables p = r' — r" in Eq. (7) of [12], and take the sources to be uncorrelated by
using Eq. (17) of [12], to obtain (12d).) Thus the above simplified model provides
both an expression for the source spectrum of the Kuperman and Ingenito model
and a rule for combining the ‘source-sheet’ cross-spectra determined by their model
to produce the total noise cross-spectrum. Examples showing the response of an
array determined from the ‘source-sheet’ cross-spectrum of Kuperman and Ingenito
for different acoustic environments can be found in Hamson [14].

In the ideal medium case the resulting simplified model provides expressions for both
the breaking-wave cross-spectrum and the noise cross-spectrum. These expressions
are obtained from the general model with the propagation cross-spectrum and the
integrated cross-spectrum determined from the Green function for the ideal medium,
Using the method of images the Green function can be obtained by replacing the
point source in the semi-infinite medium by a dipole source in an infinite medium
where the dipole axis is perpendicular to the surface and the length of the dipole is
twice the bubble depth. It follows immediately that the function G(w,r + y, z;) is
given by

e—a|l~r|/2

G(w.r+ y,2;) = 2isin(k"y")e %" ) (13)

|z — x|

where a is a frequency-dependent absorption coefficient and k" is the vertical com-
ponent of k. The breaking-wave cross-spectrum is obtained by first using (13) in
(8e) to determine the propagation cross-spectrum and then substituting in (8a). The
resnlt can be expressed in the form

Co(wir,21,22) = MySmp.(W)R(w,0)T(w,|z - rl)e""‘"', (14a)

where

D
Rw.0) = [ Sunlwiy") (2sin (kcos(0)y"))* dy" (14b)
0
is a frequency-dependent radiation pattern and

e—als-r|

T(w, 'Z = l‘l) = TZ———

oE (14¢)

-10 -
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is the transmission loss from r to £. This cross-spectrum is the same as that obtained
for a point source that has an energy source spectrum My Sy b.(w) and a radiation
pattern R(w,@) and that radiates sound into an infinite homogeneous medium.

The noise cross-spectrum is obtained with the integrated cross-spectrum determined
from the propagation cross-spectrum for the ideal medium. The integral in (10b)
is first expressed in polar coordinates to evaluate the azimuth integral and then
converted to an integral with respect to 8 by making the change of variables |r|/z =
tan(@). The result is then combined with (10a}) to obtain

("(w; Z1, 22) = ’\Mbsm.b.(w)("i'(w; Iy z’) 7)) \153)

where the integrated cross-spectrum C{(w; z, z',v) is given by

"2 .
Cl(wiz,2'\y) = 2 / R(w, §)e™ (a2 (1t iks!sin()con(9))
0

X Jo (k2' cos(y)sin(8)) tan(8) 4. (15b)

This noise cross-spectrum is the same as that obtained by replacing the ocean sur-
face with a sheet of uncorrelated point sources that radiates sound into an infinite
homogeneous medium where each source has an intensity source spectrum per unit
area AM, S, b.(w) and a radiation pattern R(w, ).

The simplified model of Eqs. (15) is related to the Cron and Sherman model through
the real part of the normalized integrated cross-spectrum pfw; z,2',9) = Re (C{(w;
z,2',7)/C{(w; z,0,7). Using Eq. (15b) to calculate p(w;z,2',7) and comparing
the result with Eq. (14) of [13], it is seen that for a lossless medium (a = 0),
the two cross-spectra are identical if the radiation pattern R(w, @) is replaced by
cos?™(#). Thus this simplified model provides not only a source spectrum for the
noise-propagation model of Cron and Sherman but also an expression for the radi-
ation pattern in their model.

Further insight can be obtained by comparing the angular dependence of the radi-
ation pattern R(w,#) at extreme frequencies with the assumed angular dependence
in the radiation pattern of Cron and Sherman. To this end it is noted that the radi-
ation pattern R(w,®) is obtained as the depth integral of the radiation pattern for
a vertical dipole weighted by the depth-dependent spectrum S (w;y"). For low
frequencies the dipole radiation pattern is approximately that of an infinitesimal
dipole for all depths in the source region. Thus the result of the depth integration
is an infinitesimal dipole which kas the form

R(w,8) = (2(w/c) cos(8) D'(w))? , (168)

where

D 1/2
D'(W):-(A 3..5.(w;y")(y")’dy”) : (16b)

- 11 -
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It follows that for low frequencies the cross-spectrum p(w; 2, 2', ) is approximately
that of the Cron and Sherman model for m = 1. For high frequencies the dipole
radiation pattern for a bubble at a particular depth has multiple lobes that occur
in directions which vary with the depth of the bubble. Thus the dipole radiation
pattern for a bubble at one depth has lobes that occur in the directions of the
nulls in the radiation pattern for a bubble at another depth. The effect of the depth
integration in (14b) is to produce a radiation pattern that is approximately constant
over all angles for which the multiple lobes occur. This can be seen in more formal
terms by rewriting (14b) in the form

D N
R(w,0) = 2 (1 - /o Seb.(w;y") cos(2{w/c) cos(8)y") dy") . (17)

For high frequencies the second term in (17) will be negligible provided that
Sep.(w;y") varies slowly with depth in comparison to cos (2(w/¢) cos(8)y"). In the
case where S, ), (w; y") is independent of y", the second term will be negligible for fre-
quencies and angles satisfying f > (¢/2D)/ cos(8') and @ < @'. For these frequencies
and angles, R(w, #) = 2. Thus, for sufficiently high frequencies, the radiation pattern
is approximately that of a .requency-independent monopole (except for angles near
1x), and hence the cross-spectrum p(w; z, 2!, y) for a = 0 is approximately that of the
Cron and Sherman model for m = 0. For later reference we note that the integrated
spectrum C}(w; z,0,7) for a = 0 has the frequency dependence (2(w/c)D'(w))? at
low frequencies and is essentially independent of frequency at high frequencies.

It is important to emphasize that the simplifi :d models are obtained with the source
region located below a flat surface. The bubbles that produce the sound, however,
are assumed to be located well within the breaking wave itself, and over the fre-
quency band considered, the wavelength of the radiated sound from each bubble is
comparable to or smaller than the dimensions of the breaking wave. Consequently
the cross-spectra obtained from the simplified models might differ significantly from
those obtained if the shape of the breaking wave were taken into account.

-12-
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4. The excitation postulates

In Sect. 2 it was noted that for linear bubble vibrations excited at formation, high-
frequency sound is emitted only if the bubbles are formed in a non-equilibrium state
or if the bubbles are subjected to a rapid change in pressure. As stated in Sect. 2,
we consider only those bubbles formed as the whitecap front advances, over-running
a layer of air. In this section, we postulate two different mechanisms by which the
bubble vibrations are excited.

The first postulete is essentially a pressure excitation of the bubbles. We assume
that at formation, tiie bubbles are subjected to a rapid pressure increase arising from
the weight of the water that over-runs the bubbles. The over-running is assumed to
be sufficiently rapid that the pressure increase approximates to a step increase. The
pressure excitation spectrum is then given by

F(w;y, R) = —ipgd(y)/w, (18a)
and the excitation energy spectrum is
Sr(wiy. R) = (pgd(y)/w)?, (18b)

where d(y) is the depth of the bubble formed at the position y.

The second postulate is essentially a volume-rate excitation. At the moment a bubble
is formed by the closure of an air cavity we assume that the inward velocity of the
water surrounding the cavity imparts an initial volume rate V(0) to the bubble.
To determine the initial volume rate we use the fact that for the small bubble
vibrations for which the linear theory is valid V(0) ~ 4xR*R(0), where R(0) is the
initial radial velocity. By continuity, R(D) is equal to the inward velocity of the
water at the moment of closure, . Thus by identifying R(0) with U we obtain

F(w,y,R) = —-pRU. (19a)

To obtain the excitation energy spectrum we assume that the inward velocity at
closure, U, is a random variable with a mean that is independent of the bubble
radius and that for any two bubbles, the inward velocities at closure are mutually
uncorrelated. These assumptions are equivalent to assuming that at the moment of
closure of a cavity, the velocity of the surrounding water is independent of the size
of the cavity and that the bubbles are formed with differences in position and time
that are large compared with the correlation distance and the correlation time of
the turbulent motion in the front. With these assumptions the excitation energy
spectrum is given hy

Sr(w;y, R) = (pRU')?, (19b)

where U’ is the rins inward velocity at closure.

-13 -
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5. Parameter estimation and model results

In this section we present examples of the mean bubble spectrum Sy, .(w) and the
noise intensity spectrum S(w;z) = C'(w;z,2), for the two excitation postulates de-
scribed in the previous section. The examples were obtained using the simplified
model for the ideal medium with the additional assumption that the bubble gen-
eration rate pu(y), the pressure transfer spectruin of a bubble H(w;y, R), and the
bubble-radius density p(R | y) are independent of the bubble position y throughout
the source region. The simplified model equations for the two excitation postulates
are derived with this additional assumption in Appendix E.

The model parameters used for the examples were estimated for a wind speed of
10 ms™!. The estimate of the product AM, and the form of the bubble-radius
density p(R) were based on a model for the generation and distribution of bubbles
at the ocean surface proposed by Crowther [15]. In this model the bubbles generated
at the ocean surface are distributed by the action of turbulent motions that carry
them downwards and by buoyancy that forces them to rise. Under steady-state
conditions the number of bubbles per unit volume of radius R that are distributed
immediately below the surface is given by

n(R) = s(R)/v(R), (20)

where s(R) is the number of bubbles per unit area per unit time of radius R that are
generated at the surface and v( R) is the rise velocity. From a dimensional argument,
Crowther concludes that the surface generation rate s( R) is proportional to (W/R)3,
where W is the wind speed. Using this relationship in (20) with an expression for
v(R), and fitting the resulting bubble-radius distribution n(R) to backscaiter data,
he concludes that

s(R) =~ 2.3 x 1071°W3R"3. (21)

Using this model an expression for AM), was obtained as follows. Since )} specifies
the mean number of breaking waves that occur per unit area of the surface per unit
time and M, specifies the mean number of bubbles generated in a breaking wave,
AM,, specifies the mean number of bubbles generated per unit area of the surface per
unit time. Assuming that the only significant source of surface-generated bubbles is
breaking waves, AM,, is given by the integral of s(R) with respect to R, i.e.

lel
AM, =~ 2.3 x 1010w / R™%dnR, (22)

Rpin

where Rin and Ry, are the minimum and maximum radii of the bubbles generated
in the breaking waves. According to (22) the mean number of bubbles generated in
a breaking wave is proportional to the integral of R~3 with respect to R and hence
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the fraction of these bubbles with radii in dR is proportional to R3. It follows that
the bubble-radius density is also proportional to R72, i.c.

Rlllll
p(R) =~ R™3/ R *dR. (23)

Ryin

The values of Rpin and Rpax determine the band of natural bubble frequencies in the
mean bubble spectrum. The value of R, was inferred from laboratory measure-
ments of the distribution of bubble radii in simulated breaking waves by Monahan
and Zietlow {16]. Over the range of radii from 0.6 mm to 5 mun, their distribution
shows an R~% dependence - the same as Crowther’s distribution n(R) for a rise
velocity that is independent of bubble radius (see (20) and (21)). Some bubbles
with radii between 5 and 9 mm were also observed in the laboratory measurements.
However, the possibility cannot be excluded that such large bubbles resulted from
the coalescence of smaller bubbles formed at some earlier stage. In view of this pos-
sibility we restricted Ry.ax to 5 mm, corresponding to a natural bubble frequency
of 0.66 kHz. For Rnin we used a value of 0.3 mm corresponding to 10 kHz. (We
note that the values of Ry, and R,,.x 8lso affect the mean bubble spectrum level
owing to the normalization in (23). The noise intensity spectrum level, however, is
not affected by these values since the integral in (22) and its inverse in (23) cancel
out.)

An estimate of X was obtained from A = w/4,T,,, where w is the fraction of
whitecap coverage, and A, and T, are the mean area and mean lifetime of an
individual whitecap event. The fraction of whitecap coverage was taken from the
observations of Ross and Cardone [17]. In their definition of whitecap coverage,
these authors include ‘large new foam patches’. This was taken into account in
estimating the mean area and lifetiine of an individual event. Using the observation
w = 0.01 for a wind speed of 10 m s~!, with estimates A,, = 10 m? and T,,, = 10 s,
we obtained A = 10~ * breaking waves per square metre of ocean surface per second.

Using the above values of Rpin, Rinax 8nd A in (22) yielded M), = 1.27 x 10* bubble
generations. (We note that for a rectangular bubble generation region 0.2 m (deep) x
0.2 mx 2 m, moving at constant rate during a breaking- wave lifetime of 3 s, 1.27x 10*
bubble generations implies a bubble generation rate u = 5.3 x 10* bubbles per cubic
metre per second. Thus in a cubic decimetre of this moving region 53 bubbles are
generated during each second of the breaking-wave lifetime.)

Finally for both excitation postulates, we used a source region depth D = 0.2 m,
and for the volume-rate postulate, we used an rms inward velocity U’/ = 7 cm s™!.

The mean bubble spectra for the two excitation postulates are illustrated in Fig.

3. Both spectra have their highest energy levels in the frequency band 0.66-10
kHz. This is the band of natural bubble frequencies corresponding to the range of
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Fig. 3. Mean bubble spectra for 0.2 m source region depth: dashed curve
~ pressure-jump excitation; dotted curve — volume-rate excitation for an

rms inward velocity of 7 cm s~ !.

bubble radii used. Within this band the spectra have comparable levels at the lower
frequencies (large bubbles) and both decrease in level as the frequency increases
{the bubble radius decreases). The -pectra differ from one another in their high-
frequency slopes. For the pressure-jump excitation the slope is about -6 dB/octave
over the full band, whereas for the volume-rate excitation the slope varies from
about —6 dB/octave at the lower frequencies tu about —2 dB/octave et the higher
frequencies.

To explain the slopes of the mean bubble spectra we first compare the cortesponding
single-bubble spectra Sy(w;y,R). The shapes of the single-bubble spectra can be
seen through the plots of Fig. 4. These plots show the energy transfer spectrum
|H(w; R)|® and the excitation energy spectra Sp(w;y, R) for a 3.3 mm radius bubble
(fo = ! kHs), at the rma source depth; the parameter values are the same as those
for the mean bubble spectra of Fig. 3. The shapes of the single-bubble spectra
are seen by adding the corresponding excitation spectrum to the transfer spectrum.
For both excitation postulates this results in a single-bubble spectrum with a sharp
peak at the natural bubble frequency fo. For the pressure-jump excitation the single-
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Fig. 4. Single-bubble spectrum components for R = 3.3
mm: solid curve - energy transfer spectrum at 1 m; dashed
line - excitation energy spectrum for pressure-jump excita-
tion; dotted line — excitation energy spectrum for volume-rate
excitation.

bubble spectrum apprcaches zero for frequencies on either side of fo due to the —6
dB/octave slope in the excilation spectrum. In contrast the single-bubble spectrum
for the volume-rate excitation only approaches zero for frequencies less than f; since
the excitation spectrum is flat - for frequencies greater than fy the single-bubble
spectrum approaches a level that is proportional to RY. (We note that the peak
source level of the single-bubble spectrum for both excitation postulates is roughly
90 dBrei #Pa at 1 m. This level resuits from an amplitude of vibration of less than
1% of the equilibrium radius which is well within the linear range.)

Having noted the difference in the shapes of the single-bubble spectra we point
out that for both excitation postulates the peak value of the single-bubble spec-
trum is proportional to R*6~2. This can be seen as follows, recalling that the
iransfer spectrum |H (w; R)|? has a peak of (R/&)?. For the volume-rate excitation,
Sp(w;y, R) o R? so that the peak value of the single-bubble spectrum is propos-
tional to R*6~2. For the pressure-jump excitation, Sp(w;y, R) « w2 so that the
peak value, which is well approximated by |H(wo; R)|*Sr(wo;y, R), is proportional
to (R/6)*w;? or to R*6-?. For natural bubble frequencies less than 10 kHz (R > 0.3
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mm) § is only weakly dependent on R (see Eqs. (3)), and thus the peak value for
both excitations is approxiniately proportional to R*Y.

Having compared the single-bubble spectra the slopes of the mean bubble spectra are
explained as follows. For the pressure-jump excitation the single-bubble spectrum
goes to zero for frequencies on either side of the sharp peak at wg so that for a fixed
frequency w the major contribution to the integral of (8c) occurs when wp is approx-
imately equal to w. This occurs for bubble radii R = 2#(3.3 m s™!)/w. For these
radii the integrand is approximately equal to the peak value of the single-bubble
spectrum weighted by the bubble-radius density. The peak value is proportional to
R* and the radius density is proportional to R~3. Consequently the integrand is
proportional to R so that the integral is proportional to R? or equivalently to w™2,
in accordance with the —6 dB/octave slope seen in the mean bubble spectrum of
Fig. 3.

For the volume-rate excitation the preceding argument does not apply, even though
the peak of the single-bubble spectrum has the same radius dependence as that
for the pressure-jump excitation. This is because the single-bubble spectrum does
not go to zero for frequencies greater than wy, rather it approaches a level that is
proportional to RY. As a result, when w is large contributions to the integral of (8<)
from the single-bubble spectra for small wgy (large R) are not small in comparison
to those for wp ~ w and hence cannot be neglected. In fact, it is the integration
of these contributions that results in the changing slope at high frequencies in the
mean bubble spectrum of Fig. 3.

The examples of the noise intensity spectra for the two excitation postulates are
shown in Fig. 5. Also shown is the Wenz spectrum for the 10 m s™! wind speed
taken from {1). Both model spectra show a near-constant level at the lower fre-
quencies of the band 0.66-10 kHz, followed by a decrease in level at the higher
frequencies. At the lower frequencies the near-constant level in both spectra results
from the cancellation of the w2 dependence in the mean bubble spectrum by the
w? dependence in the integrated propagation spectrum (see Sect. 3). At the higher
frequencies the slopes of the two model spectra are approximately those of the cor-
responding mean bubble spectra. This results from the fact that at high frequencies
the integrated propagation spectrum is essentially independent of frequency. (For
frequencies greater than about 7 kHz, the integrated propagation spectrum decreases
with frequency because of the absorption loss ~ computed for a hydrophone depth
of 1000 m - and hence the model noise intensity spectra fall off more rapidly than
the corresponding mean bubble spectra.)

The noise intensity spectrum for the pressure-jump excitation shows better agree-
ment with the Wenz spectrum than that for the volume-rate excitation at the high
frequencies. At these frequencies the slope of the pressure-jump spectrum is only
slightly more negative than the —5 dB/octave slope of the Wenz spectrum, whereas
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Fig. 5. Noise intensity spectra for 10 m s™' wind speed: solid « srve

- Wenz spectrum; dashed curve - pressure-jump excitatio. and dotied
curve - volume-rate excitation for A = 10~ * breaking waves m~2?s™!,

P(R) x R™%, R between 0.3 and 5 mnm, M, = 1.27 x 10* bubbles.

the slope of the volume-rate spectrum is at least 2 dB more positive than that of
the Wenz spectrum.

- 19 -



oy,

S ie.

[ adl

SACLANTCEN SR-145

6. Summary and conclusion

A general model has been developed for the generation of high-frequency noise by
linear vibrations of the bubbles formed in breaking waves. This model essentially
comprises two cross-spectra: the breaking-wave cross-spectrum that describes the
noise produced by individual breaking waves, and the noise cross-spectrum that
describes the noise produced by the aggregate of the breaking waves. The breaking-
wave cross-spectrum is obtained by assuming that the noise frcm the aggregate
of bubbles is the superposition of the noise from individual bubbles and that the
bubbles are generated according to a Poisson process. This cross-spectrum can be
written as the sum of two cross-spectra, one of which makes the dominant energy
contribution at high frequencies. The noise cross-spectrum is obtained by assum-
ing that the pressure waveforms from different breaking waves are statisticslly in-
dependent and identically distributed, and that the breaking waves are generated
according to a second Poisson process.

Two simplified models have been obtained from the general model by assuming that
the source region lies below a flat surface and that the propagation is determined
as that for either a stratified medium or an ideal medium. As such, these models
can be viewed as extensions of the Kuperman and Ingenito model and the Cron and
Sherman model for the case of noise generated by bubbles in breaking waves. Both
simplified models characterize the noise source in terms of a spectruin at each point
on the ocean surface. For the stratified medium the noise cross-spectruin is obtained
from a depth integral of the ‘source-sheet’ cross-spectrum of the Kuperman and In-
genito model. For the jdeal medium the noise rross-spectrum is obtaired using a
frequency-dependent radiation pattern in the Cron and Sherman model.

Examples of the noise intensity spectra for a 10 m s~! wind speed have been pre-
sented for two postulated excitation mechanisms — a pressure-jump excitation and
a volume-rate excitation. These spectra were computed using the simplified model
for the ideal medium with values of the parameters mostly inferred from published
measurements. Although different the two spectra both show levels comparable to
the Wenz spectrum for the same wind speed. Of the two spectra, the high-frequency
slope of the pressure-jumnp spectrum is in better agreement with the Wenz spectrun.
It is noted, however, that the idealized propagation assumption used in the simpli-
fied model neglects the shape of the breaking wave. If this shape were accounted for
there would be a different frequency dependence in the radiation pattern which could
significantly change the shape of the model spectra at the higher frequencies, It is
also noted that there are uncertainties in the overall levels of the model spectra due
to uncertainties in the param :ters. Nevertheless, the rough agreement between the
model spectra and the Wenz spectrum supports the hypothesis that linear vikrations
of bubbles generated in breaking waves are a primary source of wind-related noise.
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Appendix A

The breaking-wave and bubble occurrences

In this appendix we obtain the multi-dimensional, non-homogeneous Poisson pro-
cesses for the breaking-wave occurrences and the bubble occurrences. To this end
we first summarize the relevant properties of a general Poisson process.

Poinis are said to be distributed in a space X according to a non-homogeneous
Poisson process if for any subset 4 contained in X the number of points in A is a
Poisson random variable N with the probability that n points lie in A given by

BriN =n]=e"MM"/n!, (A1)

where
= 3x .
M _‘/A/\(x)d (A.2)

is the mean number of points in A and A(x) is the rate function (mean number
of points per unit volume) of the process. Clearly, to specify a non-homogeneous
Poisson process in the space X it suffices to specify its rate function A(x). In the
special case where the rate function is independent of x, the Poisson process is said
to be homogeneous. In this case, M is given by

M = Avolume(A). (A.3)

Given that there are n points in A, the Poisson process describes those points in
terms of a joint probability density given by

p(xly""xn) = HP(xk), (A4a)

k=1

where
[ Ax)/M, x€ 4
plx) = { 0, otherwise.

It follows from Eqs. (A.4) that the points arc independent, identically-distributed
random variables with the common probability density of (A.4b).

(A.4b)

The Poisson process for the breaking-wave occurrences is obtained by identifying
the point x; with (ry, ) and taking A to be of the form A = A, x ©, where 4,
is the total area of the ocean surface where breaking waves can occur and O is the
time interval (- T, ;T). It is acsumed that during the time interval of interest the
rate function depends only ¢n the breaking-wave occurrence position r and not on
the occurrence time. The number of breaking waves generated in the surface region
A, during the time interval @, N, has the probability function of {A.1) with mean

M, =T [ Ar)d%, (A.5)
A,
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where the units of A(r) are whitecap occurrences per unit area per unit time. Fur-
thermore, given that there are n breaking waves in A,, the occurrence positions and
times of those breaking waves are described in terms of the joint probability density

P(rl,fh- --vrnvrn) = I-IP(rk,Tk)’ (A.G&)
k=1
where A(E)/ M (e.7)€ 4, x ©
p— r w3 r' T E £ x
plr,7) = {0, otherwise. (A.6b)

The Poisson process for the bubble occurrences is obtained by identifying x; with
(Y&, ¥x) and taking A to be of the form A = V x ©,, where the bubble source region
V is the total region swept out by the bubble generation region during the lifetime
of the breaking wave and ©, is the time interval during which the point y € V is
contained in the generation region. Thus, A represents the space-time set in which
the bubbles are generated and hence the rate function u(y,v) is non-zero only for
(¥,v) € A. The number of bubbles generated in the source region during the lifetime
of the breaking wave, Ny, has the probability function of (A.1) with mean

My = /V L W)y, (A7)

where u(y,v) has the units of bubble occurrences per unit volume per unit time.
Given that there are n bubbles in A, the occurrence positions and times of those
bubbles are described in terms of the joint probability density

P(th’l,..-,yn,vn): Hp(ykxuk)a (ASB)
k=1
where )
_ fuly.v)/My, (y,v)eV x0,
ply,v) = { 0, otherwise. (A.8b)

Using (7a), the single-bubble occurrence density can also be written in the form

py,v) = My w(y)p(v | y), (A.9a)
where
uw | y) = ply,v)/py) (A.9b)

is the conditional occurrence-time probability density. This probability density de-
scribes the bubble occurrence times at a fixed point within the total volume V.

Finally, from (A.9a) and the assuimnption that the bubble radius depends only on
the occurrence position of the bubble and not on its occurrence time, the joint
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probability density of the bubble occurrence position, its occurrence time and its
radius can be writlen as

Plyv,vi, Ry, ¥y Rn) = H P(Yn, vi, 12), (A.10a)
k=1
where
p(y, v, R) = My u(y)u(v | y)p(R | y). (A.10b)
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Appendix B

Derivation of the noise cross-spectrum

Let p(t;s) be the total pressure observed on a hydrophone located at position 2
due to the noise generated by the aggregate of breaking waves. We assume that the
contributions from the individual breaking waves are statistically-iadependent, zero-
mean processes with a common probability law that is independent of the position
and the time at which the breaking wave occurs. Under this assumption, p(t; ) can
be written in the form

P(t;E) = Y pult — Tiiry, 2), (B.1)
k

where py(t — T;rk,8) is the pressure contribution from the kth breaking wave to
occur, Tk is the time at which the breaking wave begins, and r, is its position on the
ocean surface. The noise cross-spectrum between the pressures observed at positions
z, and z, is defined as the fourier transform

Clw;2,8) = /m R(t, t + u;2,,22)e Wy, (B.2a)
where
R(t,t + u;zi,2:) = E[p(t;z)p(t + u; 22)] (B.2b)

is the space-time correlation function between the pressures at positions z, and =z,
and E[-] is the expected value operator over all stochastic variables determining the
received pressure. Note that the noise cross-speetrum is well defined only when the
space-time correlation function does not depend on the time t.

In this appendix we show that if the breaking-wave occurrence positions and oc-
curence times {(r, 7:)} are described by the Poisson process specified in Eqs. {A.5)
and {A.6) then the noise cross-spectrum is given by

C(w;zl,zz)zA z\(r)Cw(w;r,z‘,zz)dzr, (B.3a)

where
Cu(w;r,2),83) = EW|Py(w;r,21)Pu(w;r, 22)] (B.3b)

is the breaking-wave cross-spectrum, E -] is the expected value operator for fixed
breaking-wave occurrence positions and occurrence times, and

o

Pe(w;r,zj) = / Pultir, zj)e ™" dt (B.3c)

- 00

is the pressure spectrum resulting from an individual breaking wave. The noise
intensity spectrum is ubtained by setting z, = z; = z in Fqs. (B.3).

96 -




SACLANTCEN SR-145

To establish Eqs. (B.3) it suffices to show that

R(t,t + u;3y,%3) = / A(r) Ry (u;r, 5, 8;) d’r, (B .4a)

where o
Ry(u;r,5,8) = / Ewlpw(t;r,s)pw(t + u;r,53)]dt. (B.4b)

Given this result, (B.4a) can be used in (B.2a) to write the noise cross-spectrum in
the form of (B.3a) where

C,,,(w;r,n,:,):/ Ry (u;r,2;,%3)e" """ du. (B.5)

Eqs. (B.3b) and (B.3c) follow from using (B.4b) in (B.5).

To deive Eqs. (B.4), we first obtain an expression for the joint characteristic function
of the random variables p(t; x,) and p(t + u; 5;)

i("l:”j) = E[ei(olp(t;ll)+01p(H-uilz))L (B.G)
and then use the moment theorem
Elp(t; z,)p(t + u;83)] = ~02$(0,0)/Ov,Jvy (B.7)

to determine the expected value in (B.2b). For notational convenience, we write
p(t;21) and p(t + u;5,) in the form

P(ti21) = D paalre, ™), (B.8a)
k
p(t+ uis;) = Zpk,z(l‘hﬂ), (B.8b)
)
where
Pra(ri, 7)) = pult — Tairi, 21), (B.9a)
Pra(Ti, Ti) = pu(t + u = Thira, 52). (B.9b)

‘T'he characteristic function is obtained by expanding the expected value in (B.6) in
terms of expected values conditioned on the event that there are exactly n breaking
waves in the region A = 4, X 6. The result is

oD
$(vi,v) = ) Elefrrtmitapttund) | N oo n) Pe(N, = n), (B.10a)

n=0
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where

E[e"(vlp(t:n)+vus(¢+u;n)) | Ny =n] =
thﬂ.---.rn.rn [E'[ei(uﬂ’(t;n )+v.w(t+u;n))]] , (B.lﬂb)

Pr[N, = n] is given by (A.1) with M given by (A.5), and By r(,.. ru,ra [] is the
expected value operator over the breaking-wave occurrence positions and occurrence
times. Using Eqs. (B.8), the expected value in the nth term in the sum can be written
as

El‘l 1T B Tn

[Ew [eflrptins+oap(t+uin ))]]

[Ewlei Z:=1("1Pl.l +vapa,; )]]

1
- E'l Ty Py Tw

= En.‘r.....r».ru [Ew[ﬁ ei("‘Pi.l"'"lph.i)]]
h=1

n
= H By, [E'[ei(ulp.'ﬁvnm‘z)]]
k=1
= (En K [Ew[ci(vlph'l+“,p.'2)]])n ’
where we have used the fact that the points {(rx, 7i)} are statistically independent
and identically distributed to replace the expectation of the product by the product
of the expectations in the third equation and to replace the product by the power

in the last equation. Next, we write the outer expected value in the last equation as
an integral using (A.6b) for the probability density. The result is

(B.11)

E., .. [E'[ei(vmn.ﬁvwh.z)]] =

T/2 ]
M A(r) Ey[ef1Pratuarsa)] @ dr. (B.12)
-T/2 /A,

Using (B.12) in the last equation of (B.11) and then using the result in Eqs. {B.10)
and substituting for Pr|{N, = n} using (A.1} yields

00 T/2 ] n

®(vy,v;) = e M= Z (/ M;I(r)E.| e""”’"-”"“”'-”]d’r dr)
Sa\J-tnla,

x My /nl. (B.13)

The desired expression for the characteristic function follows by writing the sum-
mation as an exponential function and using {A.5) to expruss M,, in terms of A(r).
The result is

T/ _
&(vy,v;) = exp (/ / A(r) (E.,[e“"""-l+“”*-’)] - l) d’rdr)
—1/2Ja,

.
i

(B.14)
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Eqgs. (B.4) are obtained by first using (B.14) to substitute fo: the characteristic
function in (B.7), differentisting, setting v; = v; = 0 and using Eqs. (B.9) to
substitute for p,,; and py 3. The resnlt is

Elp(i; 3 )p(t + u; 33)] =

T(3
/ / A(r)Ew[pw(t — 7;2,8,)pw(t + u — r;r,53)]d’rdr. (B.15)
-T/2 J A,

Interchanging the order of integration, making the change of variable +' = ¢ — =, and
taking the limit as T approaches infinity results in Eqs. (B.4).
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Appendix C

Derivation of the breaking-wave cross-spectrum

In the previous appendix we derived the expression for the noise cross-spectrum in
terms of the breaking-wave cross-spectrum. In this appendix we derive the expression
for the breaking-wave cross-spectrum of (B.3b) unde: the assumptions of Sect. 2. For
generality we allow the pressure transfer spectrum H(w;y, R) as well as the pressure
excitation spectrum F(w;y, R) to be stochastic and define the single-bubble cross-
spectrum Cy(w;y,y', R, R') and the single-bubble spectrum Sy(w;y, R) by

Co(w;y, ¥\ R, R') = Ey| Py (w;y, R)Py(w;y', R)], (C.1a)

and
Sv(w;y, R) = By[|Pu(w;y, R)I), (C.1b)

where Ey|-] is the expected value operator for fixed bubble occurrence positions,
occurrence times and radii. Note that when the pressure transfer spectrum is deter-
ministic, Cp(w; y,y’, R, R') and S.(w;y, R) are determined by the excitation cross-
spectrum and the excitation energy spectrum of (6a) and (6b).

We show that under the asswmnptions of Sect. 2, the breaking-wave cross-spectrum
is given by

C'(W;r,ll.Zz) = -/V u(y)b‘,,b,(w;y)G"(w,r + Y.z )G(w,r + YvZZ) day
+ /v /V p(Y)(¥y)Crb (wiy, ¥)G (w,r + y, 2 )G(w,x + ¥, 22)

X & (w | y)®(w]|y) d’y &’y (C.2a)

where

Sen(wiy) = / Su(w;y, R)p(R| y)dR (C.2b)
[1]

is the radius-averaged bubble spectrum,

[o)0] o«
Cr.h.(W;Y»y')=/ / Co(w;y,y' R, R')p(R | y)p(R' | y')dRdR'  (C.2¢)
0 0

is the radius-averaged bubble cross-spectrum, and

B(w|y) = / ulw | y)e dv (C.2d)

©y

is the characteristic function of the bubble occurrence-time probability density u(v |
y)
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The cross-spectrum of (C.2a) is derived by expanding the expected value operator
in (B.3b) as a sum of conditional expectations and then evaluating each term in the
sum. The expansion has the form

Cwl(wix,s,83) = Z Ew[Py(wir,21)Py(w;r,22) | Ny = n]Pr[Ny, = n], (C.3a,

n=1
where

Ew|Po(w;r,8))Py(w;r,22) | Ny =n] =
Eylv"l WRy,....¥nwn,Rn [Eb[P;(W, r,z) )Pw(wv r, 52)]] ) (C3b)

Pr[Ny = n} is given by (A.1) with M given by (A.7), and Ey, o, Ry....ynwe.Ral'] i3
the expected value operator over the bubble occurrence positions, occurrence times
and radii. To simplify the notation, we rewrite the expression for the spectrum of
the received pressure (5) in the form

Ny
Py (wir,z;) = Z Po(Yir Ri)Gj(yr)e™™™, (C.4)
k=1

where B,(y, R) and G;(y) are the bubble pressure spectrum and the function G(w,
r+y, ;) for fixed values of the frequency, the breaking-wave occurrence position and
the hydrophone positions. Using (C.4) we write the inner expected value in (C.3b)
in the form

Ey[Po{w;r, 2\ Polw;r,22)] =

Z Ep[(Po(yr, Ri)G (yr)e™“ )" Po(yi R )Ga(y e )e™™). (C.5)

k! =1

Rewriting the double summation in (C.5) as a sum over the diagonal terms and
a sum over the off-diagonal terms and using the definitions of the single-bubble
cross-spectrum and the single-bubble spectrum in Egs. (C.1a) and (C.1b) results in

By[Py(wir,21) Py(wir,m3)] = Y Su(w; Yx, Rx)Gi(ys)G:(ys)
k=1

+ Y CuwiyeYun R L R)Gi (Y)Galyw)
Yy

X e ~fwg eiuu,.: . (06)
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Using (C.6) in (C.3b) and interchanging the expected value with the summation
yields

EW[P;(“);rvzl)Pw(w;l',23) | Ny = n]

= Z EY]-Vl IRl!""Y"IV'IlR" ['gh(w; yk' Rk)G;(yk)Gz(yk)]

+ By, v Ryt R [Co(@i Y, Yo, Ry Rt )Gi(yr)Ga(y i)

X e—iwv.eiwu“]. (07)

Using the joint probability density for (y,ve, Re) of (A.10b), the first expected
value in (C.7) can be written as

Ey, on Ry [Su(w; Y, Ri)G (¥1)G2(y )]

= / My p(yie)m(vie | yi)p(Bi | i) So(w; ¥ie, Re)Gi(¥i)G2(yi) dyr dvi ARy
= M5 [ WS @i )G Gl 8%, (C.5a)

where S; . (w;y) is the radius-averaged bubble spectrum of (C.2b). Similarly, the
second expected value in (C.7) can be written as

Ey, vy R, Yit, vty Rt [Colw; Y, Yt Rie, Ri)Gi(yi)Ga(yw)e " “oheivn]
- / / M (v )(ve | P R | v )u(ye)e(ow | v )p(Re | yer)

X Co(wi¥rrYur Ry R )G1(Ye)G2(Yit)
X e‘-iwu. e‘“"’h' dayk dl/k de d3y“ duk' de'

= M7 /V /v WY )H(F')Con (Wi ¥, ¥)GI(¥)Ga(y')
x (v |y)3(w|y')d’y &y, (C.8b)

where C;p.(w;y,y') is the radius-averaged bubble cross-spectrum of (C.2c) and
&(w | y) is the characteristic function of (C.2d). Using (C.8a) and (C.8b) in (C.7)
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and evaluating the summation yields
Ey|Py(w;r,21)Py(w;r,23) | N, =n| =

M fv p(¥)Se s (w3 ¥)G(¥)Galy) &y

fn(n - 1)M? /V /V WY Con (w7, ¥) G (¥)C2 ()
x & (w|y)e(w|y)ddyddy'. (C.9)

Finally, using (C.9) in (C.3a) and the facts that

M, = Z nPr[Ny = n] (C.10a)
n=)
and for a Poisson random variable

My(My +1) = Y n?Pr[N, = n (C.10b)

n=1

yields (C.2a).
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Appendix D

The high-frequency approximation

The breaking-wave energy spectrum is obtained from (C.2a) by setting z, = 2, = 7.
The result can be written in the form

Sw(wir,2) = Swi1(w;r,2) 4 Sya(w;r,z), (D.1a)

where
Suwin2) = [ Wy)Sun @inlGlr +y.2)f &, (D.1b)
Swz(w;r,Z)=/V/Vu(y)#(y’)Cr.b.(w;y,y')G‘(w.r+y,Z)G(w,r+Y'.2)
x &"(w | y)(w | y") &y d°y". (D.1c)

In this appendix we derive a frequency-dependent upper bound on the ratio of the
second term in (D.1a) to the first and use that bound to identify the frequencies
where the contributions of the second term can be neglected.

The upper bound depends only on the mean number of bubbles generated in the
breaking wave and the probability Jensity of the hubble occurrence times. Ar such it
is completely determined by the bubble generation rate function u(y,v). The formal
statement of the upper bound is as follows. Let p{w) be defined by

plw) = Mp|®(w | yo)?, (D.2a)
where ®(w | y) is the characteristic function of the probability density u(v | y) and
yo{w) is determined by
1% (@ | yolw)) ' = max|®(w | y)I*. (D.2b)
Then the spectra Sy (w;r,z) and Sya(w;r,2) satisfy
|Swa(w;r,z)| < p(w)Swi{w;r,z). (D.2¢)

To apply the upper bound, we consider the special case where the bubble generation
region has fixed dimensions and moves with constant speed. We further assume that
the bubbles in this region are generated at a constant rate. For this case, u(y,v) is
constant for each v € @, and Oy is independent of y € V. It follows from (A.9h)
that g(v | y) is a uniform probability density for each » € @,. Thus by using the
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expression for the characteristic function of & uniform random vasiable in (D.2a) we
obtain

— (D.3)

sin( :Lw:r))’ . M
© (fwT)?’

ol = My (2122
2

where T' is the duration of the interval @y. For M), = 104 bubbles and T = 0.1 s,
p < 0.1 for frequencies f > 1 kHz. Thus, for the high frequencies of interest, the
energy spectrum is well approximatad by the first term of (D.1a).

The derivation of the upper bound makes use of the following proy 21ty of expected
value operators. Let X and Y be two complex random: variables, 7 hen

{E(XY)| < E(IXYY < (BIXI")/2(B{Y ) (D.4u)

and
E[IX|'/?) < (B2, (D.4b)
The inequality (D.4a) is simply an application of Cauchy’s inequality where the

inner product is the expectation operator. The inequality (D.4b) is obtained from
(D .4a) by setting Y == 1 and using |X|'/? in place of | X|.

To derive the upper bound, we first show that the magnitude of the radius-averaged
cross-spectrum satisfies

Cen (¥, ¥') < (Sen(wi ¥)Senwi g N (D.5)
To this end we rewrite (C.2c) in the form
Contoryy) = [ [T Gulory BISwiv, R Cuiwir. ' &, R)
xp(R|y)p(R'|y')dRAR', (D.5a)
where

a Co(w;y, ¥y, R, R")
(So(w; ¥, R)Su(w;y', R')/?

Co(w;y,y', R, R') (D.6b)

is the normalized single-bubble cross-spectrum. By apnlying (D.4a) to Cp(w;y,y’,
R, R') = Ep[Py(w;y, R)P,(w;y', R')], and then using the result in {D.6b), we obtain

|Co(w;y, ¥y, R, R < 1. (D.7)
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Taking the magnitude of both sides of (D.6a} and using (D.7) results in

ICo @iy, ¥l < / (Su(wiy, R)) /2 p(R | y)d'.

v Lm(sb(w;y',a))‘/’ p(R|y')dR. (D.8)

Applying (D.4b) to both integrals on the rhs of (D.8) with |X| equal %o Sy(w;y, R)
and S,{w;y', R) respectively we obtain

1= 1/2
|Cep.(wiy, ¥ < (/0 Su(w;y, R)p(R | y)dR>

roo 1/2
X (j Su(w; 7', R)p(R | y')dR) . (D.9)
0 .
The inequality {D.5) follows immediately from (D.9) and the definition of the radius-
averaged bubble spectrum (C.2b).

We now complete the derivation. By taking the magnitude of both sides of (D.1¢)
and using (D.5) we obtain

Swa(wir,z) < /V/Vu(:»');u(y')(Sr.h.(w;y)S,.b.(w;y’))”2 |G*(w,r +y,2)

X Glw,r+y',2)8" (w | y)®(w|y)|d’yd®y'.  (D.10)

The double integral on the rhs of (D .10) separates into a product of two integrals.
Using this we rewrite (D.10) in the form

2
Swa(wir,z) < ( /V w(3) (Sen s y))' 72 |G(w,r+y,z)u<1>(w|y)|d3y) . (D.11)

By rearranging the integrand in (D.11) and using the fact that M, 'u(y) is a prob-
ability density we can write
2
Swalwir,2) < ME (El(|Ses (3 y)IGw,r +y,8)F 8w | YY), (D.12)
where E[.] is the expectation with respect to the probability density Mb"lu(y).
Applying the inequality (D.4b) to (D.12) results in

Swa(wir,z) £ M{E[|Scn (wiy)l|G(w,r + ¥,2)*|12(w | ¥)I*]. (D.13)
Using (D.2b) to bound the rhs of (D.13) we obtain
Swa(wir,z) < MZE{|Scp (w; Y)IG(w,r + ¥,2)*)|® (w | Yo(w))*. (D.14)

Finally, by expressing the integral on the rhs of (D.1b) in terms of the expected
value operator E[-], we obtain

Swi(w;T,z) = My E{}S; s (w; ¥IG{w,r + y,2)|%). (D.15)
The upper bound follows immediately by using (D.15) in (D.14).
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Appendix B

The model equations for the examples of Sect. 5

The breaking-wave energy spectrum and the noise intensity spectrum describe the
noise ohserved on a single hydrophcone located at the positien z. In the simplified
model for the ideal medium (homogeneous, semi-infinite), the breaking-wave energy
spectruimn is given by

Sw(“"; r, z) = Mbsm.b.(w)R(wv B)T(W1 |z - l‘l), (Ela)
and the noise intensity spectrum is given by
S{w;z) = AMySm b (w)C(w; 2,0,7). ‘ (E.1b)

The transmission loss T{w, |z — r|) is determined by (14c) and the integrated spec-
trum C/(w; z,0,7) is determined by (15b) with the hydrophone separation z' set
equal to zero. The mean bubble spectrum Sy, 1, (w) and the radiation pattern R(w, @)
depend or: the mechanism by which the bubble vibrations are excited. In this ap-
pendix we derive the equations that determine the mean bubble specirum and the
radiation pattern for the excitation postulates of Sect. 4 and the assumption that
the pressure transfer spectrum H(w;y, R), the bubble generation rate u(y) and the
bubble-radius density p(R | y) are independent of y throughout the source region.

For the pressure-jump excitation the radius-averaged bubble spectrum S, (w;y)
is obtained from (8c) with the single-bubble spectrum Sp(w;y, R) obtained from
(8d) using the excitation energy spectrum of (18b). Making these substitutions and
noting that Sp{w;y, R) is independent of R results in

Sev.(w;y) = E[|H(w; R)|*| (pgd(y)/w)?, (E.2)

where E[-] is the expectation with respect to p(R). The mean bubble spectrum is
cbtained by using (E.2) in {8b]). The result is

Sm b (w) = /V E[|H (w: R)] (pgd(y)/w)? Mg u(y) dy

T [ -
= E{|H(w; R)|*)(pg /w)? J, (d(z))* M, uly) d®y
or equivalently
Smpb. (@) = Sep.(w; D'), (E.3a)

where S, . (w; D') is the radius-averaged hubble spectrum evaluated at d(y) = D',
and

1/2
o' = ([ ntasuin) oy ) (E.3b)
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is the rms source depth.

The normalized radius-averaged spectrum S, , (w;y) is obtained by using (E.2) in
(8f). The result is

Sen(wi¥) = My w(y)E[|H(w; R)*](pgd(y)/w)?/ Sm.b.(w)
or, alternatively, using Egs. (E.3)
Sendwiy) = My u(y) (d(y)? /(D). (E.4)

In the simplified model the source region has a horizontal cross-section A' that is
independent of depth so that

d(y) = y", (E.5a)
and for the special case where p(y) is constant
u(y) = My/(A'D). (E.5b)

It follows from (E.3b) and Eqs. (E.5) that D’ is given by

D 1/2
D' = (D“/ (v")? dy") = 0.58D, (E.6)
1]

and from (12c), (E.4) and Egs. (E.5) that $,, (w;y") is
Sr_b,(w; yll) - D—l(y")z/(D')z- (E.7)
The radiation pattern is obtained by using (E.7) in (14b). The resu't is
D
Rw,8) = D7 (D) [ (") (2uin((w/e) cos@)")) 44" (B3)
0
For the volume-rate excitation the radius-averaged bubble spectrum is obtained from
(8c), (8d) and (19b). The result is
Sew(wiy) = E{|H(w: R)|*R?)(pU')". (E.9)

Since the rhs of (E.9) is independent of y, the mean bubble spectrum is also given
by (E.9) and the normalized radius-averaged spectrum is simply

Seww;¥) = My u(y). (E.10)

For the simplified model with u(y) constant throughout the source region, it follows
from (12¢), (E.10) and Eqs. (E.5) that S, ,, {w;y") is

Seplwiy") = DY, (E.11)
and from (14b) and (E.11) that the radiation pattern is

D
R(w,9) = D"/o (2sin ((w/c) cos(8)y"))? dy". (E.12)
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